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THE CHAIRPERSON: I’d like to call the
meeting to ofder. Any correspondence that
you want to call to our attention, Jim?

MR. BAGG: No. Nothing received as of
the meeting.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. 1I’d like to
remind everybody that this is a public
meeting. You will be provided with the
opportunity to speak.

Generally we’ll give you that
opportunity when the particular topic shows
up. And for probably the airport discussion,
I would like to recommend that you give us a
list of who would like to speak so that we
can determine how long each individual should
be allowed to talk.

MR. POTENTE: Mr. Chairman, may I just
make a note on the minutes?

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

MR. POTENTE: Regardless of what is
going on, I would like to make a
recommendation that we receive the minutes in
a more timely manner. I have looked at the

minutes.
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When I look at the minutes it’s a couple
of months late. That’s for two reasons.

Number one, in order for us to verify
that the minutes are indeed correct, we
should have them sooner. One month I think
is an adequate amount of time between
meetings in order to have the minutes.

Number two, for many of these issues we
want to double check or verify that certain
issues are correct or not. We need the
minutes on hand before a recommendation goes
to the legislature.

For that reason I also think that the
minutes should bé at least no more than one
month.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you, John.

I agree with you. I am not sure whether we
are going to solve that problem as long as
they have verbatim minutes. We used to get
the minutes instantaneously.

MR. POTENTE: I understand.

MS. STILES: Larry, to solve the
problem, we could have a taperecording that

is easily reproduced. We need to know
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exactly what was said quickly.

So that gives us adequate time to type
it up. Because there have been times when we
need to know exactly what was sgaid.

So I don’t think that going back to the
old way would help. It‘s just an idea. I
think that it would be very helpful.

MR. BAGG: We used to type the minutes
and have that available and have the minutes
pursuant to Robert’s Rules of Order which is
simply a summary of business transacted.

And the taperecorder was available of
the meeting if necessary for anything
verbatim in case of a lawsuit or something
else of that nature.

THE CHAIRPERSON: But we are not doing
that now.

MR. BAGG: No.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Maybe we can talk
about that problem. Okay, recommended type
two actions. Jim, do you have any comments
that you want to call to our attention?

MR. BAGG: No. The package is pretty

straightforward. It should be noted in the
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packet that there were two findings,
statements on the VECTA control, long term
wetland management plan and VECTA control.

One was submitted by the County
Executive’s office. One was submitted by
Legislator Fischer.

It’s also in that packet, a resolution
forming the wetlands strategy, committee and
funding for that committee as a follow up to
the recommendations.

MS. SQUIRES: What number?

MR. BAGG: 1If you lock in your packet.
I don’t know offhand.

THE CHAIRPERSON: 1130, 1131 and 1150.

MS. STILES: Is there a way to make
copies? I received the findings statement
in my packet that was mailed home.

But I am not sure which one it was.
And I think that it might be helpful as we
go through it.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

MR. BAGG: Yes, I’'ll try to get them
and mail them out.

MS. STILES: Thank you.

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Kara, could it be
possible to ask the clerk’s office to just
provide them? Which ones did you receive?

MS. STILES: I’m not sure. It just
says findings statement.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Does it have an
attached resolution with it, Lauren?

I’'m trying to remember. Kara, maybe the
clerk’s office could give us. We don’t
need that many copies.

MS. HAHN: Sure.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Would that be
okay, Mr. Chairman?

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes, that would be
good.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Fine.

MR. KAUFMAN: 1I’'1ll make a motion to
adopt the staff recommendations.

THE CHAIRPERSON: We have a motion to
adopt. Do we have a second?

MS. STILES: 1I'1ll second the request.

MR. KAUFMAN: We review the packet
from a point of view of what is required

under SEQRA. And if it’s an unlisted or

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753



: - 2 a type one action, whether it’s been
¢ 3 submitted to CEQ and whether it’s passed CEQ
L
? 4 and now before the legislature in a final
g 5 version of SEQRA.
6 So in essence that findings statement
7 when adopted by the legislature will complete
8 it.
- 9 MS. STILES: I'm just curious why
10 they are here. What do you think our role
11 is in that? The reason that I'm bringing
12 this up is because I already spoke to you.
o 13 Some of the recommendations that were
_> 14 sent to the legislators were not necessarily
15 exactly what we had voted on at the last
16 meeting.
17 And I just want to make sure. We don’t
18 have the minutes yet from that meeting.
19 I just want to make sure that we are not
20 somehow, you know, awaiting the concern that
21 .
we don’t have the recommendations exactly as
22
we voted on them.
23 .
MR. BAGG: The recommendations before
24 . . .
_ you 1n the packet are the findings statement
(
25

by the legislature that include all of the
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environmental récommendations including CEQ’s
request which is only part of the
environmental review.

MS. STILES: Right.

MR. BAGG: And it also includes social
and economic policy decisions by the
legislature with respect to the entire
program.

So in essence those resolutions complete
SEQRA. I mean, it’s debatable whether or not
you don’t think what was said across the
Street by CEQ was totally accurate.

MS. STILES: What I am stating ig,

I mean the findings statement that I reviewed
said that it was based én the recommendations
and other things, you know, the
recommendations from SEQRA, comments from
SEQRA and the public.

What I am saying is that the legislature
didn’t have the actual recommendations from
the CEQ because they weren’t fully accurate.

So I am not sure how anyone could be
voting on the findings statement without

having the actual, they can ignore the
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recommendations if they want to.

But they have to have them if they are
not a hundred percent accurate. And I think
that we need the minutes to make sure that
they are.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Legislator Viloria-
Fisher.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Actually the
legislator didn’t act on the recommendations
from CEQ. And we have not yet acted on the
other recommendations.

The recommendations from CEQ as far as I
can see were accurate as they were presented
to the legislator, to the environmental
community.

And there was testimony there from the
members of CEQ, some members of CEQ aﬁd some
members of the public that were there.

As far as I could see, it was a
representation of the recommendations that we
voted on. I think that Jim Bagg and his
department, his staff worked very hard on
trying to reflect the feeling of CEQ and the

findings of CEQ.
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As far as the findings statement that
you have, the reason that there are two is
that the findings were done by an executive
staff.

And I didn’t feel that, well I certainly
didn’t agree with that being the old findings
that should come before the legislature.

And so I introduced another resolution
to include the parts of the recommendations.
And that’s why it has my name on it as a
member of CEQ.

But indeed what did come before us as
the environmental committee, I believe, was
very, very true to what we have discussed in
CEQ. And the Environmental Coﬁmittee didn’t
act upon it.

MS. STILES: I am not saying that they
have to act upon it.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Well that’s not
before us then.

MS. STILES: What I am saying is that
procedurally under SEQRA, under the county
charter, the legislatﬁre has to have our

recommendations before them. They can ignore

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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it.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: They did.

MS. STILES: What I am saying is that
those recommendations that were sent over
to you were not a hundred percent accurate.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Well I disagree
with you. I think they were accurate.

MS. STILES: I think that the
appropriate thing to do would be to get a
copy of the minutes to clarify. It might
just be the one that I need. But there might
be other things too.

I spoke to Jim about it when I first
received a copy of the recommendations. vThe
one issue that I noticed.was that on the
adult deciding threshold, the recommendations
that were presented to the legislature said
that it should be, the threshold should be
reviewed.

But I distinctly recall making that
motion at the CEQ meeting. And it said that
the threshold should be reviewed and an
arbitrary stricter standard should be used.

SO0 that’s different. And I think that

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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the CEQ, I mean the legislature can ignore
that if they want to.

But procedurally under SEQRA if the
legislature is going to move forward without
having the actual recommendations, that’'s
asking for trouble.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: But the legislature
did not move forward on those
recommendations. We did not act upon them
and they are not before us. Is that
procedurally correct, Jim?

The findings were not prepared by the
legislature. The findings were prepared by
the executive office.

MR. KAUFMAN: May I break in for a
second?

MS. VILORIA-FiSHER: Procedurally we
are not going on what the legislature
has done based on CEQ’s recommendations.

MR. KAUFMAN: There are several things
going on here. One, we are not voting on
procedure aspects.

There is no prejudice to any substantive

comments that you have or anything like that

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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; - 2 that you want to bring before the
: 3 legislature, et cetera.
; 4 Secondly, these are the findings
? 5 statement as the legislature just said.
6 These were prepared by County staff.
7 The County Executive has submitted them
8 in the format of a bill. Our recommendations
9 and the ones that you are questioning were
E 10 considered, were apparently heard. I mean,
11 we know that the County staff was there at
12 the CEQ meeting.
= 13 MS. STILES: They didn’t have the
‘ ni
/ 14 correct recommendations.
15 MR. KAUFMAN: No, this is different.
16 The recommendations are different from the
17 . .
findings statement.
18 MS. STILES: I understand that.
19 MR. KAUFMAN: And there are basically
20 | : :
two competing bills out there.
21 THE CHAIRPERSON: Lauren, I think that
22 . . . .
Jim did a superb job reflecting what went on
23 .
at a very complex meeting.
24 , . .
I think that your opportunity if you
( 25

disagree is that when the legislature, the

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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full legislature I guess has their public
meeting that you express your opinion there.

As far as I am concerned, as Chair of
this meeting, this is over and done with. I
think there is no point in wasting any more
time on it.

And I think, there were several things
in the findings quite frankly that I thought
were wrong. But overall --

MS. STILES: I’'m not saying that it’s
wrong in terms of I disagree with them. I’'m
saying wrong in terms of it’s not accurately
reflecting what we voted on.

There were plenty of things in there
that I disagree with. But if we voted on it
as a majority, then that’s what should go
over ﬁo the legislature.

THE CHAIRPERSON: You have an
opportunity to express yourself if you feel
that there were not proper representation.
And I don’t know when that will come up, next
month or the month after.

MS. STILES: I was thinking that perhaps

the CEQ that made their recommendations would

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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be concerned that it’s recommendations were
not accurately reflected.

THE CHAIRPERSON: I don’t think that the
CEQ wants to go back there again. Because I
think quite frankly that you might not get
the results you want.

MR. POTENTE: Mr. Chairman, as far as I
am concerned, the issues have been adopted.
The point that Lauren is bringing up is that
they want it accurately depicted in the
transcript for the legislature.

I don’t think that it’s a big issue.
But I do think that the CEQ owes her, owes
itself an accurate depiction of actually what
transpired.

At some point I think that any minor
discrepancies should be resolved by the CEQ.
I don’t think that we have to have a full
blown forum over it. 1It’s just a matter of
coordinating.

THE CHAIRPERSON: I'm not sure that I
want to go there. Anyway there is now a
motion that has been made.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: TI’11 second it.

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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THE CHAIRPERSON: We have a second.

All in favor?
(Aye.)
THE CHAIRPERSON: Opposed?

MS. STILES: Yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Abstention?

MR. POTENTE: I’m opposed.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Three to two.

Mary Ann?
MS. SPENCER: In favor.

MR. POTENTE: I’m opposed.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Approve.

MR. KAUFMAN: I’'m in favor.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Approve.

So it’s

four-two. I am going to adjust the agenda

and put item number two, the proposed

redevelopment of Long Island Jet East, Inc.,

Francis Gabreski Airport in the Town of

Southampton, to the end of the meeting. I

think that there’s going to be a lot of

public comment.

And I want to move ahead and get some of

these other actions taken care of.

S0 let’s

start with proposed aquisition of land for

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING

(631)

331-3753

16



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

~ 18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

open space preservation.

MS. FISCHER: Loretta Fischer, Suffolk
County Planning Department. The first one
before you today is an acquisition along
Doxsee’s Creek to add to our holdings in this
area in Islip.

This is a tributary creek that flows
into Great South Bay. It’s two and-a-half
acres adjacent to other parcels that we’re
looking to acquire at least part of and
within a close proximity of other County and
Town of Islip property along this corridor.

MR. KAUFMAN: If I remember correctly,
I think you said a number of properties in
this area. Is there anything to the south
of here?

MS. FISCHER: Oh yes, absolutely.

This is just a highlight of this second
portion of the property.

MR. KAUFMAN: I think I remember there
being something to the north of here.

MS. FISCHER: Yes, north and south.

MR. KAUFMAN: This is just building

a chain?

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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MS. FISCHER: Yes.

MR. KAUFMAN: 1I’ll make a motion for
a neg dec.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Do we have a
second? I have a question. 1Is this a
purchase price?

MS. FISCHER: We have been requested
by law to redact that information. 1It’s
privileged if the resolution is laid on the
table for a copy of the resolution that you
had before you as a draft.

MR. KAUFMAN: Second.

THE CHAIRPERSON: All in favor?

(Unanimous aye.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Opposed?

(None.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Motion carried.

MS. FISCHER: The second item on your
agenda is the acquisition of the property
in Mastic-Shirley, the Froehlich property.

This is a piece of property .089 écres
in our, again Mastic-Shirley is adjacent to
two other County holdings in an area that we

are trying to emasse our properties in for

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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preservation. Wetland and flood plan
preservation.

THE CHAIRPERSON: 1I’1ll take a motion.

MR. KAUFMAN: Unlisted neg dec.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Second?

MR. POTENTE: Second.

THE CHAIRPERSON: All in favor?

(Unanimous aye.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Opposed?

(None.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Motion carried.

MS. FISCHER: Thank you. Larry, we do
ha&e another acquisition number 6 on your
agenda. I would like to request that we
table this proposal.

We are still waiting for information
from the Department of Environmental Audit of
the property. And until then, we would like
to table it until we get further notice.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Do we have to make
a motion to take it out of order?

THE CHAIRPERSON: No. I’ll take a
motion to table.

MR. KAUFMAN: Motion to table.

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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THE CHAIRPERSON: I have a motion to
table. Second?

MR. POTENTE: Second.

THE CHAIRPERSON: All in favor?

(Unanimous aye.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Opposed?

(None.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. We tabled the
Todd Hill Point Marina property.

MS. FISCHER: Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: And we’ll see that
next month I guess.

MS. FISCHER: Next month hopefully.
Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Proposed development
regarding Suffolk County Shellfish
Aquaculture Lease Program for the underwater
lands in Peconic and Gardiners Bays in the
Towns of Southampton, East Hampton,
Riverhead, Southold and Shelter Island. Is
there anybody here to speak for that?

MR. DAVIES: My name is DeWitt Davies,
Suffolk County Department of Planning.

THE CHAIRPERSON: As always, DeWitt,

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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it’s good to see you.

MR. DAVIES: Good morning, everyone.

We have sent a package to the Chairman here
which indicates a request for a positive
declaration here in regard to the Shellfish
Leasing Program in Peconic Bay.

And we have initiated this project just
recently. We held a couple of informational
meetings out on the North and South Forks.
And Legislator Viloria-Fisher attended on the
North Fork. We had about a hundred people
attend this kickoff session.

And some of the comments that were made
at those meetings are reflected in the EAF at
the company, the submission to the council
that you have before you.

So we are well aware of the potential
benefits as well as the potential costs
associated with this project that involves
approximately 100,000 acres in the Peconic
and Gardiners Bays region in Suffolk County.

This is a new program. It builds on
previous management efforts that have been

conducted in this area historically by the
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22
County of Suffolk since 1984.

We have a state law to deal with passed
in the year 2004 which describes the various
stipulations which we will follow in terms of
how we will craft the specifics of this
program.

Suffice it to say that much of this
particular area will not be subject to any
sort of leasing activity.

We have to take into consideration many
factors, existing uses, environmental
considerations, et cetera, to reduce the area
that will be eligible for leasing when we
define a shellfish cultivation zone in the
Peconic and Gardiners Bays region.

This is a project that will take
approximately a little over a year and-a-half
to complete. It is conducting some of the
technical aspects of the project.

The County Executive established a lease
program advisory committee with 17 members.
And they have been meeting and will continue
to meet to review the products that are

produced by the staff and the consultant as

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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the project continues.

So in terms of where we are on short
term, we will have a scoping document
prepared. And we will proceed with the
discussion of that at the meeting that is
scheduled at this point for March 22nd, the
notices of which will be sent shortly from
the office.

So if anyone has any particular
questions about the project, we would be
happy to answer them.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR. KAUFMAN: I have a technical
question. I am looking at the covering
letter.

MR. DAVIES: There is an error in that.
Thanks for pointing that out to us, Mike.
There are several errors in that letter.

It is a draft generic positive impact
statement.

MR. KAUFMAN: It was a positive
statement that you have in here. You’ll have
to correct that. |

MR. DAVIES: Will do.

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753
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MR. KAUFMAN: Are you going to be
going with a master plan on this or a
sequence of different plans? Under a
GEIS format you can do either.

MR. DAVIES: We have to look at the
entire planning area which is approximately
100,000 acres west of a land that extends
from the eastern end of Plum Island to Goffs
Point at Neapeague Bay. Mike, could you
bring up a copy of that, please? This is
Mike Mule from our office. Could you
distribute that, please?

Mike has an aerial photograph here which
shows the Aquaculture planning area which is
the area offshore from 1,000 feet from mean
high water.

And west of the line which I previously
described to you, you can see the boundary.
The planning activities will involve that
entire planning area, a subset of which will
be identified as a shellfish aquaculture
leasing zone.

So we are not going to break it up into

any specific segments or anything else. We

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753

24



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

can look at the whole planning area in its
entirety.

MR. KAUFMAN: So then basically you
are saying GEIS plus master plan and then
individual inside the context of a master
planning process you will be looking at
individual areas and seeing whether they can
support shellfish habitat, whether they
can’t, et cetera?

MR. DAVIES: Yes.

MR. KAUFMAN: So you don’t have a
problem if we want to go that way?

'MR. DAVIES: Well master plan, it
is analogous to the preparation of a master
plan because of the steps that we have to
take.

When we establish an aquaculture zone,
it’s analogous to the process that would be
used to establish a zoning code in an upland
setting.

Although in this case we are dealing
with a seascape. We are not necessarily
looking at areas that could be zoned for

other kinds of uses.
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It is not a comprehensive look at the
entire system with respect to how other areas
can be zoned or maybe zoned in the future.

MR. KAUFMAN: In which case if I am
hearing you correctly, you are saying that a
master plan aspect may not be the best way
for you to proceed.

You may like to do it just as a GEIS
without the master plan component. Is that
what you are saying?

MR. DAVIES: I am not quite sure what
you are referring to.

MR. KAUFMAN: To use some forbidden
plan. When the VECTA control plan and VECTA
control issue was before us back in 2002,
this Council decided/recommended that a GEIS
be undertaken and also a master plan be
implemented fbr the GEIS.

That was the most efficient way of doing
things as far as we saw at that time in terms
of basically establishing the environmental
setting, establishing the environmental
limits and then having a plan set forth that

could be analyzed.
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In terms of the GEIS master plan, it’s
usually the best way to go as companion to
the GEIS. You can go without it, I believe.

There are certain restrictions within
SEQRA when you do that. But it is usually
better to use a master plan, whatever plan
you come up with.

And that is what I am trying to focus in
on, which way do you want to go.

MR. DAVIES: Okay. The program will
result in, if you want to use the term
"master plan", I wouldn’t use that for this
particular project.

But we will be developing a recommended
program for implementation which will involve
this particular activity.

So it will involve the administrative
components. If you consider that a master
plan, I can understand that.

MR. KAUFMAN: You said recommended
aspects of that. GEIS is the right way to
go. If you don’t want to go there, you don’t
need to have a master plan. You set up the

GEIS in your plan.
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MR. BAGG: If I might say, you can have

a GEIS on a number of things.

have to be the master plan.

It doesn’t

It can be a program to lease shellfish

areas under the jurisdiction of New York

State. And GEIS is done on a program.

MR. KAUFMAN: That’s why I’m saying it’s

okay with me.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Legislator Viloria-

Fisher.
MS. VILORIA-FISHER:

said that public hearing.

I attended as you

And my question

doesn’t go to the environmental impact but

the social economic impact that would be

borne by the members of the public at that

meeting.

And one of the things that I felt

compelling were these small business people

who are interested in a program that it not

go to large corporations that would wind up

as a result of this being owners of large

parts of waters.
MR. DAVIES: Right.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER:
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before us here? At what point in the process
will we vote on that part of the program?

MR. DAVIES: There are basically two
parts of this program. One is the location
of where and the other is the question of
how.

The locational aspect that we will be
looking at is where the shellfish cultivation
lease zone would occur. Where will it be?

The administrative aspect of the program
will deal with how leases would be
structured, how they would be reviewed, how
they would be issued and how they would be
carried out.

So yes, the question about lease sizes
is a major concern I think of some people.
And you can address that by limiting the size
that or the leased area that could be signed
over and of course in a shorter period of
time or whatever.

You can have five acre leases, ten acre
leases, et cetera. You could have limits on
the number of leases that could be secured by

any individual. It could be up to one lease
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per person or company.

So there are a number of ways that that
issue can be addressed. And we are well
aware of that.

And one of the reasons why the State law
was changed in 2004 was to repeal an older
State law which had other stipulations in it
with respect to leasing which were not
concerned so much with the size of the iease.

So we are very aware of that problem.
And it will be addressed and again there are
a numberléf ways that we can do that in the
administrative aspects of the project, vyes.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Do we have any dther
questions?

MS. STILES: The 100,000 acres, doés
that include all underwater acreage between
Riverhead and the line out east? It looks
on the map like the entire bay bottom.

MR. DAVIES: Okay.

MS. STILES: And I think that there are
some privately owned people that have leasing

rights.
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MR. DAVIES: If you look at the aerial
photo there, we are not looking at all at
any trees to control lands in the townships.
These are all the local canals and what
have you. That is not within the purview of
our program.

The purview of our program includes
State underwater lands which was ceded to
Suffolk County for the purpose of this
particular project.

And that included only the lands that we
see with regard to a thousand feet of high
water. So that’s what that white line on the
map shows you.

There are a number of parceis in the
Peconic Bay which were oyster grants that
were sold by Suffolk County to pfivate
parties beginning in 2984.

We have about four or five such parcels
in place today. There are certain rights
associated with them.

And the individuals that own those
parcels can cultivate them as a matter of

right. If they fail to pay their real estate
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taxes in a timely manner, they can be taken
by the County and many have.

We will be dealing with those particular
parcels inasmuch as they deal with only now
one species of shellfish which is the oyster.

We were looking at those parcels also
with the possibility of crafting a
recommended program where they could culture
other species of shellfish under a lease
agreement also.

So we will deal with them specifically
and separately in the program as we develop
them.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: But I just want to
clarify something in respdnse. Are you
saying that the administrative portion will
be part of the GEIS that Qill come before us?

MR. DAVIES: Yes. Part of the whole
thing will be addressed during that process.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Thank you. I
just wanted to be clear on that.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Are there any other
questions? Jim?_

MR. BAGG: Yes. I might point out
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that the information handed out will be

a scoping process to the GEIS as well. And

people from the local community as well as
CEQ will be involved in that process which
will go to the legislature.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. I'11l
take a motion. |

MR. KAUFMAN: I’1l1l make a motion that
this is a type one action with a positive
declaration and a recommendation that a

GEIS be prepared.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: 1I’1ll second that.

THE CHAIRPERSON: We have a motion
and a second. All in favor?

(Unanimous aye.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Opposed?

(None.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Motion carried. Thank

you.
MR. DAVIES: Thank you very much.
THE CHAIRPERSON: Proposed relocation
of the Suffolk County Police Department,

4th Precinct, Town of Smithtown.

MR. BORKOWSKI: Ralph Borkowski, Suffo
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County Department of Public Works. Is it
possible to put us off to later on in the

agenda? Our consultant is on his way. He

was delayed. That is to present the project.

He said that he will be here by 10:30.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. I’1ll be glad
to do that.

MR. BORKOWSKI: Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Proposed intersection
improvements on County Road 19, Furrows Road
in the Town of Islip.

MR. MACKEY: My name is Russ Mackey,

Suffolk County DPW. This is an intersection

improvement project CR 19, Patchogue-Holbrook

Road at FurroWs Road.

With me to help me present this program
is Steve Normandin.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Excuse me. What is
the consultant group?

MR. NORMANDIN: RBA Group. I am here
to describe this project. It falls in the
Town of Islip in the intersection at CR 19,
Patchogue-Holbrook Road and Furrows Road.

Just to give you a little better taste
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of where it is, Mama Lombardi’s Restaurant
is in the southwest corner.

This project is brought by Suffolk
County to improve the traffic operations
at this intersection. Currently there is
high congestion and safety concerns at the
intersection.

And what we are proposing is to widen
the approaches on both Furrows Road on the
east and west as they approach up to
CR 19.

As it currently exists, the traffic
backs up from CR 19 west to Main Street.
There is a queuing problem there as well
as on the opposite east approach and some
queuing problems on CR 19 as well trying to
make a ieft turn onto Furrows Road.

The existing condition, there is a
through and a left lane in both directions.

We are proposing a through and a right
and a left turn lane. So widening of one
lane on each approach to store the cars and
to improve the signal operations.

What the project involves is the
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new curb resurfacing of the pavement,
widening of approximately five feet on
either side of the road and a new drainage
structure and a brand new traffic signal
with pedestrian signals.

We have a new crosswalk which doesn’t
exist at this moment. I’ll take any
questions.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Go ahead.

MR. KAUFMAN: Basically this road and
these expansions are going to be built within
the existing right of way except for some
small takings if I understand correctly?

MR. NORMANDIN: That’s correct. The
Same takings at the property are about five
feet wide and 120 feet in length.
| It would be commercial property on the
north side, similar strip taking and a small
residential taking on the northeast corner.
None of which impacts any of the parking or
anything that is on site.

MR. KAUFMAN: All these properties
will still be actually useable?

MR. NORMANDIN: Yes.
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MR. KAUFMAN: Has there been any
community opposition or anything?

MR. NORMANDIN: We had sent letters
requesting dedication for the three
properties. And I believe that Mama
Lombardi’s has come back to say that they
were dedicated to the property. I haven’t
heard anything on the other two.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Ms. Stiles.

MS. STILES: Particularly the ’
residential property, if it turns out that
they are not going to cooperatively dedicate
the land and condemn it, is there any way
that the Department could assist the
homeowner with any type of traffic safety
conscious re-vegetation, buffers?

I’'m not sure that there are not going
to be preexisting houses, more roadways
coming closer to their home.

And I'm sure that there are safety
considerations. There are trees around the
corner. Is there a way that that can be

done? That would be helpful.

MR. NORMANDIN: Every opportunity will
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be taken to replace any of the existing trees
that could be removed whére feasible.

Some of the buffer will be lost at that
residential property. But a new fence will
be placed back in place.

And where we can fit in new plantings
and the size and type, we would put them in.

MS. STILES: Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Please describe the
pedestrian facilities that you say you are
planning to do tha; are not there.

MR. NORMANDIN: There are no crosswalks
or pedestrian signals there now. And what we
are proposing is a connection between the new
sidewalk areas, the crosswalk and new
pedestrian signals.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Would you point those
out?

MR. HEASLIP: Brian Heaslip. This is
the new crosswalk here.

THE CHAIRPERSON: So that’s a crosswalk?
It’s not an overpass? It’s the pedestrian
overpass?

MR. NORMANDIN: It’s just a stripe on
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the crosswalk.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Are there any other

questions?

(None.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Can I have a motion?

MR. KAUFMAN: A motion unlisted neg

dec.

MR. POTENTE: Second.

THE CHAIRPERSON: We have a motion for

unlisted neg dec. Dr. Potente seconded.

Is there any further discussion?

(None.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: All in favor?

(Unanimous aye.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Opposed?

(None.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Motion carried.

MR. NORMANDIN: Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Propose reconstruction

of County Road 16, Horseblock Road in the

Town of Brookhaven.

MS. STILES: Mr. Chairman,

going to recuse myself.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.
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note that Ms. Stiles will be recusing
herself on this particular issue. Go
ahead.

MR. MACKEY: This project, CR 16,
Horseblock Road, is 200 feet east in Yapank.
This includes repavement in selected areas.

So some drainage modifications will be
made to the existing positive drainage system
and some isolated leaching basins will be in
place to alleviate the existing localized
roadway flooding at certain isolated
locations.

All work will be done within the
existing roadway width. There is no
additional paved adding on in this project.
It’s just a simple resurfacing and
rehabilitation job.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Is there any drainage
required at all in here?

MR. MACKEY: Yes. We are going to be
putting some isolated leaching basins where
there’s flooding existing.

THE CHAIRPERSON: But flooding is not a

major issue on this road?
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MR. MACKEY: In some minor areas.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Are there any
other questions?

(None.)

MR. KAUFMAN: 1I’11 make a motion
unlisted neg dec. Withdrawn. I will make a
motion that this is a type two activity.

THE CHAIRPERSON: We have a motion for
type two. Second?

MR. POTENTE: Second.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Dr. Potente seconds.
All in favor?

(Unanimous aye.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Opposed?

(None.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Motion carried.

MR. MACKEY: Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you. Proposed
drainage improvements on County Road 39.

MR. DAWSON: Good morning. Jeff Dawson.
I’m with the Department of Public Works.
This project is drainage improvements to CR
39, North Road at various locations.

This particular project is a phase two.
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And it involves construction of a recharge
basin on the south side of CR 39 just west of
Tuckahbe Road.

This road was previously presented to
the CEQ in 1998 during which a negative
declaration was issued.

The difference in the project that is
being proposed to you today is that the
recharge basin location is across the street
from where it was previously presented.

The reason that happened is because of
the Shinnecock golf course that had some
problems with allowing us to take that land.
That was when the U.S. Open was in the area.

So this project is going to help
alleviate the forty accidents that have
happened since January 2003 at this location
due to the wet roadway conditions. Of those
40 accidents, there was one fatality with 17
injuries.

As you can see on the map, the recharge
basin is going to be about 1.6 acres that
will be planted with native species.

And also the area will be allowed to go
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back to its natural condition. Any plants
that are able to be saved and replanted will
be.

And I guess that’s about it. If you
have any questions particularly on the
project.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yeg? Legislator
Viloria-Fisher. Go ahead.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: There has been a
great deal of talk about County Road 39 and
the projects that are ahead of it to
alleviate traffic in that area.

MR. DAWSON: Right.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Now will this
project be something that will have to
be done later on when the expansion is
completed? I hate to have something move
ahead and then have it redone when there is
another capital project that comes along.

MR. DAWSON: Right. This is within
the limits of that improvement project that
you are referring to. However, the only
improvements that are going to happen within

the roadway are a couple of trenches through
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which we can install the pipe and take the
water from the low side on the north side of
the road and run it to the south side on the
recharge basin. So this project will not be
affected by it.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: 1I’'ll just watch
this.

MR. DAWSON: We appreciate it.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: The second question
is that you have said that it will be planted
with native species. And I have introduced
legislation that I had the list of species
that will be on a no sell list.

But we also have an appendix with lists
of species that are on our management list.
We do have a member of DPW who waé on the
evasive species task force.

And if you could just refer to those as
the planning is done with this project.

MR. DAWSON: Certainly.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: What is the rainfall
that you designed this for?

MR. DAWSON: I believe that’s on the

ACCURATE COURT REPORTING (631) 331-3753

44



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

map. If you can just let me take a look

on the map. 1It’s a 4.3 inch rainfall event.
And that’s equivalent to a five year design
storm.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Now it’s hard to
believe, you said 1998 you reviewed this
originally. How would you compare the
effectiveness of this alternative to the
original plan? Are we losing much?

MR. DAWSON: No, we are not losing
anything at all actually. The original
difference is that had the recharge basin
been located to the north side of the road on
the Shinnecock Hills golf course property, it
would have required less piping as well as
the roadway intersection is super elevated.
Meaning that the south side of the road is
higher than the north side.

So it would have been easier
hydraulically to get the water to remain on
the north side which is the natural low
point.

But the only difference is just an

addition of pipes. It’s going to allow us to
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take the water from the low point on the
north side and convey it to the south side.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Whose property are you
conveying it?

MR. DAWSON: This is actually the
Nature Conservancy property. We have been
coordinating with them about this parcel.

We are actually in a lease agreement
right now where phase one of this project.is
currently being constructed due to the
severity of the traffic accidents at this
location.

They agreed to allow us to use about a
fifﬁh of that parcel, the 1.6 acres right
now. And that’s in construction.

This phase two is going to widen the
recharge basin and allow for the full volume
that is required.

THE CHAIRPERSON: And you have a formal
agreement with the Nature Conservancy?

MR. DAWSON: We are in a lease
agreement. I’m not sure of the dates of
that agreement. But I know that it’s

temporary until the acquisition of this
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parcel is executed.

THE CHAIRPERSON: So you are going to
actually purchase this property from the
Nature Conservancy?

MR. DAWSON: Yes.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Yes?

MR. STILES: Do you know how the Nature
Conservancy came onto this property? Was it
a deletion?

MR. DAWSON: A good question. I don’t
know the énswer to that.

MR. POTENTE: Do you know the name of
the preserve?

MR. DAWSON: No, I do not.

MR. POTENTE: Is this the entife
portion of the preserve?

MR. DAWSON: This is actually a
triangular piece of property. The entire
parcel is triangular. This section of the
parcel is a wedge shape between CR 39 and the
railroad tracks.

So we are talking of the Nature
Conservancy and they agreed that this portion

of the parcel wasn’t completely
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48
environmentally sensitive.

As well as when we do take the land,
the Nature Conservancy is going to be able to
have funding to buy more sensitive land.

This corner of it was a small chunk of the
big parcel.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes?

MS. STILES: Is there any conditions
in the agreement that you are going to have
with the Nature Conservancy that those monies
will be used in the same general location for
replacement?

MR. DAWSON: I’m not sure of the actual
agreement as it stands now. But we did speak
with the Nature Conservancy..

And they did indicate that they are
going to acquire additional land with the
money that they get. I’m not sure exactly
where though.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Motion?

MR. KAUFMAN: This is an acquisition.
I’'11 make a motion unlisted neg dec.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Motion unlisted neg

dec. Second?
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MR. POTENTE: Second.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Seconded by
Dr. Potente. All in favor?

(Unanimous aye.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Opposed?

(None.)

THE CHAIRPERSON: Motion carried.

Thank you.

MR. DAWSON: Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: All ;ight. So let’s
go back to the Airport. The proposed
redevelopment of Long Island Jet Center East,
Francis Gabreski Airport in the Town of
Southampton. Anybody here like to speak for
that?

MR. CEGLIO: Good morning. Tony Ceglio,
Airport Management Reséue Corps.

MS. STILES: I'm going to recuse myself
on this.

THE CHAIRPERSON: ©Note that Ms. Stiles
is recusing herself on this issue.

MR. CEGLIO: I just want to make a
note before I start that there are

representatives from the Louis K. McLean
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Associates and the Long Island Jet Center
here to review the specifics of the project
after I go through a complete review.

I'd like to start out by saying that
historically the Gabreski Airport property
was developed on approximately 1,500 acres in
1943 as the Suffolk County Air Force base.

It was operated on and off by the Air
Force until being turned over to Suffolk
County by the federal government in 1972
through the Surplus Property Act of 1944 and
a quick claim deed.

A quick claim deed requires, among other
things, that the County operate the facility
as an airport for the benefit of the public.
The airport has to stay open 24 hours a day,
seven days a weék.

The County must also provide land to
tenants who are willing to construct
facilities to service aircraft on a fair and
equitable basis.

The requirements of the quick claim deed
are also echoed in assurances and grants

received from the federal government.
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Presently Gabreski Airport is situated
on approximately 1,452 acres in West Hampton
Beach in the Town of Southampton.

Long Island Jet Center is one of two
fixed base operators at Gabreski Airport.
AFO is a company that services the airport.
They provide aircraft fuel, parking and
other services that are required for aircraft
using the airport.

Long Island Jet Center services about
60 percent of the jet aircraft that come
into the airport based on fuel services
collected.

Their clientele consists mainly of
corporate'and private general aviation
aircraft. Their existing aircraft space 1is
inadequaté in peak summer months.

In order to accommodate the aircraft
that use their services during the busiest
months, they need to request the uge of
remote areas at the airport for the parking,
requiring the airplane to be towed across
taxiways and runways. Their intent is to

construct three 15,000 square foot hangers
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for corporate aircraft and seven hangers for
small aircraft and additional outdoor areas
for ramp parking.

They also inqlude to relocate their
current fuel and fuel capacities to meet the
current and future demand for services at the
airport.

In the environmental assessment form
it’s also indicated that they will remove an
underground storage tank that was previously
used for heating oil prior to being converted
to natural gas heat.

Their proposal will provide ample
parking for the current aircraft using the
airport. The large hangers could also be
used to house aircraft on a year round basis
and creating jobs and night crews and service
personnel.

The project is consistent with the 1990
master plan for the proposed site and is
consistent with the Pine Barrens
Comprehensive Land Uses Plan regarding

clearance standards.

The EAF or Long Island Jetways reviewed
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by the Council of Environmental Quality in

August of 2005 resulted in a recommendation
for an unlisted action with no significant

adverse impact to the environment.

The recommendation was reviewed by the
legislature on March 14, 2006. The
legislature asked CEQ to reevaluate the EAF
which is where we are here today.

As a result, the EAF form was revised by
the Department of Planning and the Department
of Economic Development Work for Housing to
include additional information about projects
at the airport and specifically the Long
Island Jet Center.

I'd like to point out that the
information submitted to you is a report from
the Airport Conservation Assessment Panel or
ACAP.

ACAP was created by County executive
order to review proposed leases at the
airport and to submit their recommendations
to CEQ and the legislature.

There is one change to the EAF form that

has been submitted to you. A small area
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contained in the proposed lower area contains
County owned buildings housing electrical
equipment for airport runway and taxi
lighting systems.

It will remain County owned property
and have to be removed from the legal mets
and bounds description.

I have a handout. Actually somebody
from McLain Associates will hand that out to
you.

I think it’s three pages that have
changes, minor changes in it. The'revision
basically decreases the overall property by
0.09 acres. The total proposed lease area
will be just under 10 acres or 8.98.

As I mentioned, McLain Associates is
here on behalf of Long Island Jet Center to

review the project in more detail with you.

With your permission I’'d like to ask them to

make that review.

MR. SPEISER: My name is Andrew Speiser
from McLain. Good morning, ladies and
gentlemen. Thank you very much.

I'd like to draw your attention to
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begin with to some of the displays that we
have here. You may be very familiar with the
gsite. 1In case you aren’t, these aerials will
help to identify what is going on.

Good morning. Just to draw your
attention to the displays that we have here.
Hopefully you can see them from where you are
seated.

First off generally Gabreski Airport is
identified by the boundaries on this aerial
photograph. As we can see from this,
Gabreski Airport is surrounded by some
dedicated open space.

We have some central pine barrens, corps
preservation area of the pine barrens to the
north.

There are some corps preservation areas
to the east along with Quogue Wildlife
Refuge. There is still development that’s
over on the west side with additional open
space there and an area of development to the
south.

Within Gabreski Airport itself there is

some corps preservation area of the pine
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barrens located along the east side.

There are also some areas of the
compatible growth area which the rest of the
airport is dedicated for which will not be
touched with any vegetative clearing.

Long Island Jet Center is located
internal to the airport and is not adjacent
to any of these detected areas. It’s not
adjacent to the corps areas.

It’s not adjacent to any of the
compatible growth areas of which there will
be the prevention of any clearing. It is
substantially located internal.

It is a project which is a stand alone
project. It’s not connected with any other
action that’s happening. And as such it’s
not adjacent to any open space areas.

This diagram is a close up aerial of the
action for Long Island Jet that you had seen
in the smaller scale. That area bordered in
orange is Long Island Jet’s property.-

Currently they are using a portion of
the property from this line in front of the

cars, believe it or not 1f you can see it on
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there, just north of these airplanes.

They currently use this area all to the
south. Airplanes are parked qn the apron.
Airplanes are parked on the grass areas here.
And this is due to the amount of needs that
they have for servicing aircraft which
currently come to the airport.

Through this lease that they will be
obtaining, the area to the north here would
be added to the property that they would be
using.

The total leased area is 9.90 acres.
The arealthat they are currently using is
5.04 acres which means that the remainder of
the area that they will be taking is going to
be 4.94 acres.

The electrical vault and emergency
generator that was alluded to before is this
area up here where these buildings are
located.

I'd like to point out that with the
exception of just over half an acre of wooded
area, the remainder of the site has all been

completely disturbed.
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This area has been cleared. It’s been
graded. It’s shown on the Suffolk County
Highway Survey as being cut and f£ill land.

There were previously some structures
and buildings located in the north of the
current administrative building which has
been demolished.

There were also some other structures
that were located in this area where there
was parking as well as a taxiway which is
currently located going through the area
which Long Island Jet uses as well as into
the area which would be given to them for
their overall lease.

So the whole site itself is
predominantly disturbed. This is not a
virgin area. This is an area which has been
experiencing air traffic for a long time.

This is not a new business in a new
airport. This is an existing aircraft
service company at an existing ongoing
airport. Long Island Jet operations are
shown here on this site plan.

THE CHAIRPERSON: We have a question.
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MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Before you go
on. I want to be clear about something bn
this here.

MR. SPEISER: Sure.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: The legend that
is closest to the pine barrens area, the
legend refers to the crosshatched area
as areas cleared or to be cleared.

I just want to verify with you that that
small portion up there, I’'m assuming that
that’s already cleared. If we go back to the
area. That narrow portion, that’s
crosshatched in this diagram.

So does that mean that it’‘s already
cleared? Or is it to be cleared?

MR. SPEISER: That area is not involved
with Long Island Jet property whatsoever.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: That’s what I
wanted to clarify for this legend. It
says cleared or to be cleared.

MR. SPEISER: This property is not
located on Long Island Jet’s leased area.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: I just wanted to

be certain.
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MR. SPEISER: You’re pointing to an
area up here.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: It has nothing
to do with your project?

MR. SPEiSER: None whatsoever. This
project is strictly isolated to the small
area over here.

MR. FULKERSON: Roy Fulkerson. The
32 acres shown in yellow is the area where
Long Island Jet Center is. And that’s theb
only part.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: That’s the only
part that we are concerned with today.

MR. FULKERSON: Yes.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: I'm asking because
there has been a great deal of discussion
regarding any impact on the pine barrens.

MR. FULKERSON: Right.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: I just want to put
on the record that that crosshatch was not
involved.

MR. BAGG: If I may point out. That
information was submitted as part of the

EAF, That area has been cleared.
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It was presented to the Pine Barrens
Commission. The green areas were improved
as being in compliance with this clearance
standard of keeping 35 percent of the airport
in its natural state.

The airport has much more than 35
percent of its natural state. Currently it
has about 70 to 73 percent in its natural
state to meet the pine barrens.

But that map was presented to show that
the pine barrens had reviewed clearance at
the entire airport site and it’s in
conformance.

MS. VILORIA-FISHER: Thank you, Jim.

MR. SPEISER: But you can see over here
on the site plan diagram is where different
buildings are intended to be placed within
this proposed leased area.

Now let me just get back to one other
point here. This project is substantially
similar to what was presented before the
CEQ back in 2005.

The difference being that the leased

area has been moved somewhat north and now
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incorporates some additional area of this
woods that are from this location.

Other than that, the layout plan is the
same that you had seen. And again this is
the only difference that is described today
in recent development. That is the
electrical vault area that was taken out of
the lease parcel.

THE CHAIRPERSON: When did you make
that change?

MR. SPEISER: The change is on the
corrected sheets that were handed out by
the EAF.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Why?

MR. SPEISER: The County Attorney made

a determination that that property was not
able to be turned over as far as the lease.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.

MR. KAUFMAN: If you just don’t mind
me asking. Can you point out where that
building is that the County owns right now
and could continue to own and take control
of?

MR. SPEISER: We will maintain the
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buildings and the small area around these
structures.

MR. KAUFMAN: And the amended sheet
that you gave us, it says leased acres to-
be developed. That’s on the upper right
hand corner?

MR. SPEISER: No. .47 will be what
is left. 1It’s retained grass areas in
different locations that will be around
the site.

That .47 acres is the total amount of
grassed areas that will be left.

MR. KAUFMAN: Thank you.

MR. SPEISER: The project is going
to include installation of a few hangérs.
It will incorporate a row of the hangers
here for small aircraft.

It will incorporate three larger
hangers, 5,000 square foot hangers, the
largest aircraft.

The existing hanger office area that is
currently being used by Long Island Jet will
be turned into a terminal along with office

space.
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It’s going to include addition of
airport parking areas to replace that which

is going to be taken out from development of

the area that the leased parcel will go into.

It’s going to include a developed fuel
area here. Currently Long Island Jet uses a
12,000 gallon jet fuel tank as well as a
2,000 gallon tank for gas.

Those two tanks are going to be
relocated to this area along with
installation of a 12,000 gallon jet A fuel.

MR. POTENTE: Excuse me. Are those
above ground or below?

MR. SPEISER: Above ground. It’s
going to entail installation of a 12,000
gallon A fuel and a 12,000 gallon 